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that have been deployed and used by 
Enron. 

Fat Boy is not outlined under the 
Domenici language. Ricochet is not 
outlined under the Domenici language. 
Death Star is not outlined under the 
Domenici language. Load Shift, Get 
Shorty, and Wheel Out are not outlined 
under the Domenici language. 

I understand the chairman wants to 
see that the manipulation stops. In 
this Senator’s opinion, that manipula-
tion will stop when this body stands up 
and says to the American people with 
simple language in the Power Act: Ma-
nipulated prices are not just, they are 
not reasonable, and anyone who de-
ploys them are not doing so in the pub-
lic interest, and we cannot give them 
market-based rates. 

If this body will say this, then any 
future debate about natural gas prices 
will not be about whether some com-
pany manipulated them, it will be 
about the real issues of the supply and 
demand. 

Let’s give the consumers confidence 
that market manipulation is prohib-
ited in Federal law and that this body 
does not condone Enron’s activities but 
is going to be aggressive in outlawing 
them. 

Mr. President, how much time do I 
have? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

The Senator from New Mexico. 
Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, the 

bill before us does away with the Enron 
loophole, there is no question about it. 
If I came from California or Wash-
ington, I would come to the floor of the 
Senate and offer an amendment that 
was very precise and specific and 
talked about the problems of the peo-
ple of the west coast. That is what the 
Senator is doing. But merely talking 
about them does not mean that the bill 
before us does not protect her people. 
The truth is, it does. 

The Domenici amendment protects 
consumers in the States of Wash-
ington, California, and others who were 
victimized by the Enron scandal, and 
many others, and market regulations 
in California that were doomed from 
the outset to cause the failures that 
occurred. To regulate at one level and 
deregulate at the other level is clearly 
to invite exactly what happened, and 
then the spillover falls onto the adjoin-
ing States, including that of the distin-
guished Senator from Washington, Ms. 
CANTWELL. 

I commend the Senator from Wash-
ington for her genuine and abiding con-
cern for her people. I commend the 
Senator from California for her stu-
dious and lengthy involvement in at-
tempting to ascertain and articulate 
the problems. But neither of those 
qualities require serious amendment to 
this bill. They require just what is hap-
pening: that the Senators representing 
those problems speak to the issues. 
And speak they have—3 hours and 15 or 
20 or 30 minutes on this subject—and, I 
assume, before we are finished on col-
lateral issues even more. 

I could take out my preparatory 
books, where I spent hours talking to 
everyone of every ilk in every type of 
industrial input and involvement as we 
put this bill together, and read the lan-
guage showing that what happened be-
fore will not happen again. 

I could tell my colleagues what has 
happened is being broken up by those 
in the criminal justice structure of our 
Government, and those involved with 
the civil part are filing their lawsuits. 
Neither of the States involved are hav-
ing the same problem because there are 
protections being carried out, and 
there will be more when this bill is 
adopted, without adding any more bur-
dens, additions, or specificity to the 
bill. 

It is with great regret that I suggest 
we keep—since it was worked out so 
delicately with so many different 
units, institutions, and groups—that 
we preserve the delicacy of this bill. 
The Senator who proposed this knows 
that the cooperatives that are very 
worried have spoken to the fact that 
they do not need any more protection. 
They have told her that. They have 
told her office that. And there are more 
associations beyond them that say 
their fears are alleviated by this bill. 

I yield the floor, and we will proceed. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. All time has expired. 
The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment. 
Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that Senator HAR-
KIN and Senator ROCKEFELLER be added 
as cosponsors to the amendment. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. REID. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there a sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. REID. I announce that the Sen-

ator from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) and the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KERRY) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. KERRY) would vote 
‘‘yea.’’ 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 48, 
nays 50, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 311 Leg.] 

YEAS—48 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Carper 
Clinton 
Collins 

Conrad 
Corzine 
Daschle 
Dayton 
Dodd 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Edwards 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham (FL) 

Gregg 
Harkin 
Hollings 
Inouye 
Jeffords 
Johnson 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 

Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Mikulski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 

Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sarbanes 

Schumer 
Smith 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Wyden 

NAYS—50 

Alexander 
Allard 
Allen 
Bennett 
Bond 
Breaux 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burns 
Campbell 
Chafee 
Chambliss 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Cornyn 
Craig 
Crapo 

DeWine 
Dole 
Domenici 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Fitzgerald 
Frist 
Graham (SC) 
Grassley 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Kyl 
Lott 
Lugar 
McCain 

McConnell 
Miller 
Murkowski 
Nelson (NE) 
Nickles 
Roberts 
Santorum 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Snowe 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Talent 
Thomas 
Voinovich 
Warner 

NOT VOTING—2 

Kennedy Kerry 

The amendment (No. 1419) was re-
jected. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I 
move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. CRAIG. I move to lay that mo-
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will proceed to 60 minutes of de-
bate with 30 minutes under the control 
of the Senator from Vermont, Mr. 
LEAHY, and 30 minutes under the con-
trol of the Senator from Kentucky, Mr. 
MCCONNELL. 

The assistant minority leader. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Kentucky. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the time 
under my control be as in morning 
business. 

Mr. REID. Reserving the right to ob-
ject. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. REID. It is my understanding the 
Senator from Kentucky is going to use 
the half hour under the rule now avail-
able before the Senate on the Estrada 
cloture. He is going to use his time as 
in morning business; is that correct? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. That is the request. The Senator 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I did not hear the 
assistant Democratic leader. 

Mr. REID. I just said the half hour 
that you are entitled to under the 
Estrada time for cloture, you are going 
to use that as in morning business? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I would say, Mr. 
President, that is correct. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, the Senator 
from Kentucky controls the time. 

f 

MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 1490 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
send a bill to the desk and ask for its 
first reading. 
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